Abstract. The paper deals with the problem of classification of speaker's intentions. Thorough review of the existing classifications of speaker's intentions enables the author to establish main criteria for classifying intentions. The speaker's intentions are systematised according to the correlation with the pragmatic types of utterances; cognitive, communicative, and sociocultural nature; categorial status; form of realisation in speech; mode of their fulfilment; participant criterion; their direction. Based on the research, an attempt is made to determine the types of intentions that form the speaker's general intention.
Therefore, the researcher characterises informative, interrogative, incentive, optative, emotional and evaluative, and interactive intentions as the most relevant ones for the representation of the multifaceted speech activity of the linguistic identity [18, p. 453] . The basis of the informative intention is the need to exchange information and to foresee its possible perception by the interlocutor. The interrogative intention is responsible for the speaker's cognitive processes and the need to fill in information gaps. While the incentive intention induces the hearer to participate in the change of the surrounding world and to react both verbally and non-verbally, the optative intention explains the speaker's wishes, hopes, and desires. Then, the unit of emotional and evaluative intentions represents the speaker's reaction to the pragmatic speech situation, or expresses the speaker's evaluation of somebody or something. The last type of intention is the interactive one that helps to establish and maintain contact between interlocutors, to attract attention of the hearer [18, p. 454-456] . Russian linguist Yu. Antonova introduces a similar classification of communicative intentions [12, p. 78-80] . However, in her thesis, the optative intention is not considered, and the interrogative intention is combined with the incentive one as the part of it.
According to S. Shabat-Savka, the speaker's communicative intention may also be considered from the sociocultural perspective. In this typology, the author divides intentions into four types with respect to the role and status of interlocutors in the society; their gender characteristics; their age characteristics; the stereotypes of the speaker's behavioural needs and linguistic culture of certain ethnic groups [19, p. 97] . Finally, the scientist builds a universal typology of the communicative intention that is logical and relevant to the Ukrainian discourse. The category of intention, as S. Shabat-Savka defines it to be, is represented by five types of intentions. The first type incorporates cognitive and mental intentions that are connected with cognitive structures, mental representation of the world, the person's intellectual ability, the emotional and evaluative spheres of the linguistic identity [ibid., p. 360]. The second type includes communicative and modal intentions that describe the speaker's intentional needs via the speaker's communicative needs. Referring to the Gricean theory of speaker's meaning, P. Jacob says that the content of the utterance may be explicit and implicit. Therefore, it is possible to speak about the existence of explicit and implicit communicative intentions that predetermine the content of the utterance [4, p. 11] . The fact that the typology of intentions should also consider the criterion of explicitness and implicitness may be proved by the words of T. Pratchett, a renowned British fantasy writer. In the book Reaper Man, he declares, "There was never anything to be gained from observing what humans said to one another -language was just there to hide their thoughts" [5, p. 290] .
Yu. Antonova is another researcher who has tried to systematise communicative intentions in accordance with the form of realisation of intentions in speech. She distinguishes between evident and hidden intentions, the recognition of the latter depends on the interlocutors' background knowledge, their understanding of conventional and conversational implicatures [12, p. 81-94] . The same approach to evident and hidden intentions is adopted by N. Mukhina, although, in her thesis, the linguist regards intentions as goals [16] .
H.P. Grice, who became famous for his fundamental works about the nature of communication and the theory of meaning, also contributed much to the investigation of the communicative intention [ H.P. Grice concludes that a communicative intention is self-referential, or reflexive, because the speaker has an intention to communicate some information and a further intention that the target audience will recognise this first intention [1; 2; 6]. However, it does not imply that then the aforementioned recognising process caused by further intentions endlessly continues. Hence, the question of reflexive communicative intentions is the subject of much debate [1, p. 359 ]. In addition, in H.P. Grice's account, the communicative intention is global and consists of several sub-intentions the one of which is the hearer's recognition of the speaker's communicative intention [6, p. 240] .
With reference to J.R. Searle, an American philosopher and currently the Emeritus Professor at the University of California, the notion of intention may be classified according to the participant criterion. It is subdivided into the individual intention of the addresser, the individual intention of the addressee, and the collective intention that enables the participants to act in a coordinated and cooperative fashion, and to achieve collective goals [7; 13] . Moreover, Searle emphasises that collective intentionality is a phenomenon which cannot be analysed as "the summation of individual intentional behavior" [7, p. 403] . As a result, the notion of the collective intention should be investigated as an independent type of intention in this taxonomy.
Discussion. It is clear that the communicative intention and its typology are the focus of scrupulous scientists' attention. However, fewer research papers are devoted to other types of intentions. Nevertheless, to investigate such a complex phenomenon as the speaker's intention, it is not enough to scrutinise only its communicative aspect. One reason is that this research would be at least onesided and incomplete, if not ambiguous. Therefore, a variant of the speaker's intentions typology was introduced by D. Wilson, a British linguist and cognitive psychologist, and D. Sperber, a French social and cognitive scientist. In their article "Relevance Theory," these researchers argue that two levels of intentions are involved in ostensive communication: the informative intention and the communicative one. D. Sperber and D. Wilson explain, "The speaker's informative intention is to inform the audience of something. The communicative intention is to inform the audience of one's informative intention. Understanding is achieved when the communicative intention is fulfilled -that is, when the audience recognizes the informative intention" [10, p. 611] . This attitude to the classification of intentions is close to the one of H.P. Grice's and his followers, but it characterises the informative intention as a separate type.
Other scientists suppose the intention to be a complex phenomenon that incorporates both a cognitive and a communicative aspect in its nature [13, p. 13; 14] because the notion discussed is not only a linguistic term, but also a subject of numerous studies in psychology and philosophy. In fact, the term "intention" originated in philosophy where intentionality is usually expounded as an essential property of mental states to be directed at or oriented towards something [3; 9, p. 48] . Ukrainian researcher L. Bezugla insists that it is crucial to distinguish between the communicative intention and the representative one. The representative intention means that the speaker's mind is directed at a particular object or state of affairs in the world [9, p. 48] , while the communicative intention is the speaker's purpose to communicate the representative intention to the hearer and to make the hearer react [13, p. 13] . This distinction between communicative and representative intentions corresponds to the distinction between the main functions of the language: communicative and cognitive [13; 19] . Similarly, Russian philologist N. Klushina differentiates between the communicative intention and the cognitive intention. In her opinion, the latter forms the cognitive world of a person; that is why, it is more appropriate to call it the cognitive intention. The communicative intention is directed at achieving the speaker's aims [14] . It is necessary to mention that L. Bezugla considers a representative (or cognitive, with reference to N. Klushina) intention and a communicative intention to be two different types of the intention [13, p. 13] , while N. Klushina argues that these are the components of the author's general intention [14] . Consequently, it is not possible to consider them separately. A fortiori, E. Kubryakova explains that modern science is the synthesis of cognition and communication [15, p. 16] .
Apart from the peculiarities reported above, it is worthwhile to closely examine other similarities and differences between the representative/cognitive and the communicative aspects of intention. As it was stated, these two types (or components) of the speaker's intention are characterised by their direction focused on something. Secondly, just as the representative/cognitive intention has the aim of its direction at objects and states, so too the communicative intention has its aim of the direction. The representative/cognitive type (or component) of intention, directed at the outside world, creates the inner world of the person. To cognise and recognise the phenomena of life and the person's own self is the primary aim of this type of intention, whereas the communicative intention is realised to somehow produce an effect on the target audience and to reach the speaker's own goals [9, p. 48; 14] . Thirdly, both of the intentions in question have some inherent characteristic features in their nature. Being obligatory, the representative/cognitive intention contrasts with the communicative intention, which is optional, because communication is not always realised in its verbal form [14] . Finally, the representative/cognitive type of the speaker's intention correlates with the cognitive function of the language [13; 19] and, consequently, is studied by cognitive pragmalinguistics. On the other hand, the communicative type of the speaker's intention corresponds to the communicative function of the language [ibid.] and, therefore, is a subject of research in communicative pragmalinguistics. These common and distinctive features that pertain to the representative/cognitive and communicative aspects of the speaker's intention may be summarised in the form of a table (Table 1) . In her thesis about the intention of promise, Russian philologist A. Antonova suggests her model of the general intention that includes the informative and the communicative intentions as well as a number of subsidiary intentions (they help to produce a correct utterance from the point of view of phonetics, grammar, semantics, and genre) [11, p. 37] . Following this and the previously mentioned studies, it is possible to construct a working model of the speaker's general intention through an integrated approach to the notion. The model incorporates the communicative, cognitive, and subsidiary intentions as the basic types of the general intention. Evident and hidden intentions require careful consideration in this piece of research.
Conclusions. Taking everything mentioned above into account, the classifications of the speaker's intentions are based on multiple parameters which leads to inconsistency. In addition, such classifications do not cover all sides of the complex notion that embraces both a cognitive and a communicative aspect in its nature. Consequently, it is essential to perform a careful analysis of the existent classifications of the speaker's intentions as well as to attempt to discover what basic types of intentions represent the speaker's general intention. Moreover, since the intention of the speaker is the subject of research in phenomenology, psychology, cognitive and communicative pragmalinguistics, researchers often have different, even opposing, views on the issue. Therefore, it is also necessary to pay particular attention to the difference in comprehension of the notion under investigation in various branches of science. Further revision of the model and types of the speaker's general intention will increase understanding of the phenomenon of intention and may help to develop some universal principles of the effective communication theory.
